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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

Initially, Applicants would like to express their appreciation to the 
Examiner for the detailed Official Action provided, for the acknowledgment of 
Applicants' Information Disclosure Statement by return of the Form PTO-1449, 
and for the acknowledgment of Applicants' Claim for Priority and receipt of the 
certified copy of the priority document in the Official Action. However, Applicants 
note that the Examiner has not acknowledged that the drawings are acceptable, 
and it is requested that the Examiner indicate the same in the next Official Action. 

Applicants also acknowledge with appreciation the indication that claims 
5-10 contain allowable subject matter on the Page 5 of the Official Action. 
Further, Applicants would like to thank the Examiner, Mr. Tom NOLAND, for the 
courtesy of the telephone conversation extended to Applicants' attorney, Mr. 
William Boshnick. During the conversation, Applicants' attorney pointed out to 
the Examiner that dependent claim 3 was neither rejected, nor listed among the 
claims which the Examiner indicated as containing allowable subject matter. In 
this regard, the Examiner indicated that claim 3 contains allowable subject 
matter, and should have been listed among the claims 5-10 on page 3 of the 
Official Action. 

In the Official Action, the Examiner objected to the Specification for 
informalities. In this regard, Applicants have made corrections suggested by the 
Examiner. Further, in accordance with the Examiner's request, Applicants have 
again reviewed the specification for errors and have not become aware of any. 
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Accordingly, the objection to the Specification is believed to be moot and should 
be withdrawn. 

In the Official Action, the Examiner has rejected claims 1, 2 and 4 under 
35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over DELAPORTE (U.S. Patent No. 
6,505,515) in view of SHINJI etal. (JP-1 1326087). 

Although Applicants do not necessarily agree with the Examiner's 
rejection of the claims on these grounds, Applicants nevertheless have amended 
independent claim 1 to generally incorporate the recitations of dependent claim 
2, to more clearly obviate the above-noted grounds of rejection solely in order to 
expedite prosecution of the present application. In this regard, Applicants note 
that DELAPORTE and SHINJI, alone or in any proper combination, fail to teach 
or suggest the combination of elements as recited in amended claim 1. In 
particular, claim 1, as amended, sets forth a sensor unit including, inter alia , a 
molded body made of a plastic material, and formed to seal the lead, the 
physical-quantity sensors and the signal-processing circuit in such a manner as 
to allow the lead terminals to protrude outside the molded body, the molded body 
comprising a through-hole extending upwardly from a pressure receiving portion 
of the pressure sensor and allows fluid communication between the outside of 
the molded body and the pressure receiving portion; and wherein the signal- 
processing circuit is operable, based on the signal from at least one of the 
plurality of physical-quantity sensors, to control the ON/OFF action of the 
remaining physical-quantity sensors. 
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Applicants submit that DELAPORTE and SHINJI, alone or in any proper 
combination, lack any disclosure of at least the above-noted combination of 
elements. 

In this regard, the Examiner cites DELAPORTE as purportedly disclosing 
the general structure of a sensor unit (see, paragraph 6 of the Official Action). 
However, the Examiner acknowledges that DELAPORTE does not disclose the 
present claimed molded body. Nevertheless, the Examiner takes the position 
that it would be obvious to supply the deficiencies of DELAPORTE with the 
purported teaching of SHINJI. More particularly, the Examiner asserts that 
SHINJI shows the molding of plural sensors along with lead terminals (see, Page 
3, lines 1-4, of the Official Action). 

However, the generally cylindrical space (defined by 8) provided above 
the sensor (6), as disclosed in SHINJI, is filled with a silicone sealant (9). 
Therefore, DELAPROTE and SHINJI, alone or in any proper combination, do not 
disclose at least the molded body comprising a through-hole extending upwardly 
from a pressure receiving portion of the pressure sensor and allows fluid 
communication between the outside of the molded body and the pressure 
receiving portion, as recited in claim 1. 

A further non-limiting embodiment of the present claimed invention, as 
recited in dependent claim 4 as amended, sets forth a sensor including, inter alia , 
a flexible resin interposed between a lower surface of said acceleration sensor 
and a surface of said molded body. 
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Applicants submit that DELAPORTE and SHINJI, alone or in any proper 
combination, lack any disclosure of at least the above-noted combination of 
elements. 

In this regard, SHINJI discloses the sealant (9), which the Examiner 
considers to be a flexible resin, provided between the side surfaces of the sensor 
(6) and surfaces of the molded body (2). Therefore, DELAPORTE and SHINJI, 
alone or in any proper combination do not disclose providing a flexible resin 
interposed between a lower surface of the acceleration sensor and a surface of 
the molded body, as recited in the claim 4. Accordingly, the rejection of claims 1, 
2 and 4 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) is improper, and should be withdrawn. 

Further, in regard to newly-added independent claims 11-14, Applicants 
note that the subject matter of new independent claims 11-14 generally 
correspond to the subject matter of dependent claims 7-10, respectively ( i.e. , 
rewritten in independent form), which the Examiner has indicated as containing 
allowable subject matter ( see , page 3, paragraph 8, of the Official Action). 
Further, Applicants expressly reserve the right to submit claims of related scope 
in another application. Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request an early 
indication of the allowance of claims, respectively depending therefrom. 

In view of the remarks herein-contained, Applicants submit that 
independent claims 1 and 11-14 are in condition for allowance. With regard to 
dependent claims 3-10, Applicants assert that they are allowable on their own 
merit, as well as because of their dependencies from independent claim 1 , which 
Applicants have shown to be allowable. 
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Thus, it is respectfully submitted that all of the claims in the present 
application are clearly patentable over the references cited by the Examiner, 
either alone or in combination, and an indication to such effect is respectfully 
requested, in due course. 
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SUMMARY 

Applicants submit that the present application is in condition for allowance, 
and respectfully requests an indication to that effect. Applicants have argued the 
allowability of the claims and pointed out deficiencies of the applied references. 
Accordingly, reconsideration of the outstanding Official Action and allowance of 
the present application and all the claims therein are respectfully requested and 
is now believed to be appropriate. 

Applicants note that this amendment is being made solely to advance 
prosecution of the application to allowance and should not be considered as 
surrendering equivalents of the territory between the claim prior to the present 
amendment and the amended claim. Further, no acquiescence as to the 
propriety of the Examiner's rejection is made by the present amendment. All 
other amendments to the claims which have been made in this amendment, and 
which have not been specifically noted to overcome a rejection based upon the 
prior art, should be considered to have been made for a purpose unrelated to 
patentability, and no estoppel should be deemed to attach thereto. 
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Should the Examiner have any questions, the Examiner is invited to 
contact the undersigned at the below-listed telephone number. 



William S. Boshnick Shin Ji MURASHIGE et al. 



January 30, 2007 

GREENBLUM & BERNSTEIN, P.L.C. 
1941 Roland Clarke Place 
Reston, VA 20191 
(703)716-1191 



Respectfully submitted, 



Reg. No. 44,550 




Bruce H. Bernstein 
Reg. No. 29,027 
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